
Environmental Protection Agency 
117 W. Main Street Collinsville, IL. 62234 

618/34S-4«M 

July 23. } 

Refer t o : LFC 16304538 - St. C la i r County 
ILD 980700744 
Ceaplience Inquiry Let ter 

CERHFIED MAIL 
"7115775 

Eest St. Louis/Wittex Research #2, Inc. 

Uesttx Reseerch, Inc. 
2000 Broedwey 
East St. Louis, I l l i n o i s 
At tent ion: Jaaes ?l«rkle 

us EPA RECORDS CENTER REGION 5 

62205 
417673 

Dear nr . Markle: 

Your hazardous waste inanageaent f a c i l i t y located In East St. Louis, I l l i n o i s was 
Inspected on July U , 15-4, by >.aryO olluay arc Perry Tjinn, representing th; 
Agency, 1r. oraer tc cetermlne cofiipliance ».1th respect to T i t l e 35: I l l i n o 
AoAilnistraclve Coue. i^ut tUle L, Suwpart t : urounti Water i ' ionltorln^. The 
inspection discloses tne fol lowing apparent v io la t ions of rules and regula 

Class I 

7L-J. 

ivoni 
Uie 
f a d 
7 2 J . 
rcr.l 
7 i i . 
P iai< 

/ i .0, 

7 t J . 
J f l u 

IX; ( a l l parts tnerein) - Fai lure to Ifcpleoient a ^jround water 
tor ing pro«irac, capable of determining the f a c i l i t y ' s Impact on 
qua l i ty of if^uno water in the uppermost aquifer underlying the 
l l t y . 
1 J ] ( a l l parts tr.creir.y - rdilurc- to l.?>p]ci.^nt d ^rcund water 
tc r ing systttT. 
IsZ [ i \ ] parts Uiereln) - Fai lure to iniplcment a sampling analysis 
wit.'i Tcspec^ to the jrour.u water i.xrii torincj syste., . 

I :>j (a l l parts cntreln) - Fai lure to prepare an out l ine of a ground 
r qual i ty assessnji-r.w provjrar... 
1̂ 4 (a l l >i.rL5 the r i l j i ) - Fai lure to lir.pleiicnt d recorj iktjfeping 
reporting' plan ».ith respect to the grcunc -ater r.cnitorir.u progran. 

Please suLait i n v r t t l n f , w i th in ten (10) calendar days of th i s l e t t e r date, the 
reasons f o r t l i i appATMt r i f l l a t l ons out l ined above, as well as a descr ipt ion of 
tne steps yoy tuve lASt l ta ted to prevent any fu r ther recurrence of the apparent 
v io lat ions c1te4 f r o the subject Inspect ion. The wr i t ten response should be 
Sen: CO tiie address of th is o f f i c e , given above. 



Mitt St. iMls/ICUttX ItSMTCJl n , I M . -f- Aily n » IIM 

Furtlier. 
tfen Act 9m-
«etf«a purtmmf 
c)i. Ill i / r T n i . «i». 

Hence v l t l i the I l l i n o i s EmrlreoMiiUT h«t«c-
ioM Adopted tlterwodtr aiy resvi t In nn f i r c f e i i t 

; i ef the I l l f oo i s Envirmmental PretnctlM Act. 
t .» Sec. 1001 e t . seq. 

ffiOTECTIOII Afi£N€Y 

KmiMth 6. Ptansing, Southern R^ionel Nenager 
Field OperttloM Section 
D1v1s1e«i o f Lend Pollutlea Control 

Enclesvrts: Subpert F Inspection Report 
Subtit le G Regulations 

HRD/cas 

cc: Oivision Fi le 
cc: Southtm Region 
cc: Mirk Haney -
cc: Phil Van Ness 
cc: Bob Kuykendall 



^ 

APPENDIX A-1 

SIAiUb l̂ANIJAklK IIIVI-KING GKUUNUWAIER WUNllUHlNb 

General Information 

USEPA Number: I t^ ̂  _1 ̂  0_ 7_ _0 _o _7 _c/ i;̂  I EPA Number: J i? J J2 il^'_^_P_?^ ^ 

Major Facility: YES/NO Notified As: C^ j T j T S O Regulated As: G- / T / T S O 

Facility Name: ^AST ^ r . L o ^ i ^ / (J'A^T^X" jg.-̂ '̂ t̂̂ CLH 

Street; Z o a O S J Q Q A O M J A V _^ 

City: _ 

Phone: 

Facility Contact Official: J o e S-^r-z-oo^Ls 

Title: 

Region: -S 

State; Tu-(/\;o(& Zip Code; (^2,2-Ot? 

County: ,ST. CuAne 

C \ i \ t -y f €v\g-: i <AC(? .<•' 
^ 

Date of Inspection; 0 ^ / i l / j ^ 

Type of ilnspection; /GWM) RR F/U / / 
V—-/ (Date~of TnTflorrnspection 

Eranch/Orgonlzation: V A ^ ^ S T ^ V fescA/^t--\ 

Time: (From) 1 0 ' . 0 0 (To) ^ :>0 4/1^ 

Preparer Information: 

Name: 

Agency/Title; ep^ 
I ^ P A / (^u},^A C.̂  crci^ji>4iia/~ 

Telephone: 

Section 
7Z5". / ̂ /o 7 ^ ^ . z-̂ / J 

7 2.J'. /'9 ?., , "7 2,5". /q3 , 

72 '̂JV 

TOTAL Class I's & II's 

Class 
I 

Z-
1 ^ 

Class 
II 

Type of facility: (check appropriately) 

a) surface impoundment 
b) landfill 
c) land treatment facility 
d) disposal waste pile* 

Groundwater Monitoring Program 

1, lias the groundwater monitoring program 
reviewed prior to site visit? 
if "NO". 

a) Was the groundwater program 
reviewed at the facility prior 
to site inspection? 

2. has c groundwater monitoring program 
(copcble of determining the facility's 
impact on the duality of groundwater in 
the uppermost aquifer underlying the 
facility) been implemented? 725.190(a) 

YES 

^ 

•< 

NO UNKNOWN 

J_ l ^ 1 .' j - i " <a <;v r. C / v 

_ K 

WAV I ED 

A. 

\^ :, ^ r o Jw^ci^icTer 

p.o^ iran.^ o-Mix. ; k t j ( . 

'Listed separate from landfill for convenience of identification, 

IL ssa-iaki 
LPC 195 1»/S5 



ILL.iiNOlS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

July 23, 1984 

Div is ion F i le 

Margo R. Oil day - Southern Region V\SvC\> 

LPC 16304538 - St. C la i r County - East St. Louis/Wastex #2 
ILD 980700744 - Subpart F Inspection conducted July 12, 1984 

ME.MORANDU.M 

This memorandum serves to h igh l i gh t and c l a r i f y items w i th in the check l i s t 
to bet ter ind icate al leged v io la t ions and point out de f i c ienc ies , which by 
a s t r i c t i n te rp re ta t i on of 725.190-194, the l a t t e r cannot be considered 
v i o l a t i o n s , but nevertheless cause the ground water monitoring program 
to be inadequate r e l a t i v e to the information described to be desirable in 
the gu ide l ines . Groundwater Monitoring Guidance of Owners and Operators of 
In ter im Status F a c i l i t i e s , USEPA; SW-963: Revised March 1983. 

Perry Mann and th is w r i t e r v i s i t ed the subject f a c i l i t y on July 12, 1984 
to determine compliance wi th the Subpart F Ground Water Monitoring requi re­
ments. Joe Burroughs and Alv in Markle accompanied us during the on-s i te 
inspect ion. 

Appendix A-1 

No ground water monitoring program has been proposed or implemented at 
Wastex #2. No monitoring wells existed and no geohydrologic investigation 
was under way. 

Appendix A-2 

Not applicable as of the 7/12/84 inspection date. 

Appendix A-3 

Not applicable as of the 7/12/84 inspection date. 

Appendix B 

See Appendix A-1 above. 

Appendix C 

Not applicable as of the 7/12/84 inspection date. 

Appendix D 

Not appl icable as of the 7/12/84 inspect ion date. 
RECEIVED 

JUL ^ ' i i jd- ; 

CTATP r,r I L ' . i i v O l -

IL 5320570 



East St. Louis/Wastex #2 -2- July 23, 1984 

The concrete basin located beneath the product storage tanks still contains DOOl 
waste (as classified by WastexJ. No Subpart F ground water monitoring program 
has been proposed or implemented. The area continues to be "used for the retention 
of any leaks or spills of hazardous waste" as stated in the August 26, 1983 letter 
from James Markle to Ken Mensing. 

The integrity of the basin has not been checked since Wastex #2 started operating, 
although wastes have been accumulating there since before Wastex #2 took over, per 
Mr. Burroughs. It is not known if the basin leaks because no inspections of the 
sides or the bottom have been conducted. 

It should be noted that Mr. Markle was notified in an August 10, 1983 CIL and again 
in an October 4, 1983 CIL that his "area located beneath the product storage tanks" 
meets the definition of a surface impoundment and is regulated under Subpart F: 
Ground Water Monitoring and Subpart K: Surface Impoundments. 

Alvin Markle informed us that a contractor had been hired to remove material from 
the impoundment so that it could be cleaned out. Perry Mann informed him that he 
should close it out following Subpart K closure requirements. 

MRD/cas 

cc: Mark Haney "^ 
cc: Southern Region 
cc: Bob Kuykendall 
cc: Phil Van Ness 



APPEMDIX A-1 

FACILITY INSPECTION FORM FOR COMPLIANCE WITH INTERIM 
"TTATUrTTANDARDS COVERING GR0UN5"-WATER MONITORING 

Company Name: ^QcsAe^ l ? € S m s A f e ^ l k . ; 

Company Address: ^ry^rv-^lVnnA^i-f i>^ ^ v e . ; 

TL U105 
Company Contac t /Of f i c ia l zTSorres VWi^VVg.; 

Ti t l e : _ _ 2 c £ ^ c k s i ! s : I 

Type of f a c i l i t y : (check appropr ia te ly ) 

a) surface Impoundment 
b) l a n d f i l l 
c) land treat/nent f a c i l i t y 
d) disposal waste p i l e * 

Ground-Water Monitor ing Program 

1 , Was the ground-water moni tor ing program 
reviewed p r i o r to s i t e v i s i t ? 
If "No.-

a) Was the ground-water program 
reviewed at the f a c i l i t y p r i o r 
to s i t e Inspect ion? 

2. Has a ground-water moni tor ing program 
(capable of determining the f a c i l i t y ' s 
Impact on the q u a l i t y o f groundwater i n 
the uppermost aqu i f e r under ly ing the 
f a c i l i t y ) been Implemented? 725,190(a) 

I EPA I .D. Number: L V > C V U S O A S ^ , ^ 

USEPA I .D. Number; ^EiL,\:>SfiC)lCX:>"l4A-_ 

Inspector 's Name: V ( A g p o p T ^ \ \ ^ \ y 

Branch/Organizat ion: 

Date of Inspect ion ; CJVJNV N^L \ S f i - ^ - _ 

Yes No Unknown Wavied 

^ 

J ^ 

W D c^ocjovrxerAe-o ^vcov'-

^ 

•L is ted separate from l a n d f i l l f o r convenience of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . 

JUL ''^--loo-T 

.?A. - D.L.P.a 



Yes No Unknown Wavied 

/ 3 . Has a t l e a s t one m o n i t o r i n g w e l l been 
^ * i n s t a l l e d In the uppermost aqu i fe r 

hydrau l i ca l l y upgradient from the l i m i t 
of the waste management area? 725.191(a)(1) 

a) Are ground-water samples from the 
uppermost aqu i f e r , representa t ive 
of background ground-water q u a l i t y 
and not a f fec ted by the f a c i l i t y 
(as ensured by proper wel l number, 
locat ions and depths?) 

4 . Have at least three moni tor ing we l l s been 
I ns ta l l ed hyd rau l i ca l l y downgradlent at the 
l i m i t of the waste handling or management 
area? 725.191(a)(2) 

a) Do wel l numbers, locat ions and depths 
ensure prompt detec t ion of any 
s t a t i s t i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t amounts of 
hazardous waste or hazardous waste 
const i tuents t ha t migrate from the 
waste management area to the 
uppermost aqu i fe r? 

5. Have the locat ions of the waste management 
areas been v e r i f i e d to confonm w i th I n f o r ­
mation i n the ground-water program? 

a) I f the f a c i l i t y conta ins m u l t i p l e 
waste management components, i s each 
component adequately monitored? 

6. Do the numbers, l o c a t i o n s , and depths 
of the ground-water moni tor ing we l l s 
agree w i th the data i n the ground-water 
monitor ing system program? 
I f "No," expla in d iscrepanc ies, 

7. Well completion details, 725.191(c) 

^ , 

a) 
b) 

c) 

Are wel ls proper ly cased? 
Are we l ls screened (per fo ra ted) 
and packed where necessary to enable 
sampling at appropr iate depths? 
Are annular spaces proper ly sealed 
to prevent contaminat ion of ground­
water? 

JV/A-

y 

j^/A-

- 4 1 / ^ . 

^ 

li /k_ 

^ I h ^ 

1-2 



Yes No Unknown Wavied 

8. Has a ground-water sampling and analysis 
plan been developed? 725.192(a) 

a) Has i t been fol lowed? 
b) Is the plan kept at the f a c i l i t y : 
c) Does the plan inc lude procedures 

and techniques f o r : 
1) Sample c o l l e c t i o n ? 
2) Sample preservat ion? 
3) Sample shipment? 
4) Ana ly t i ca l procedures? 
5) Chain of custody con t ro l? 

9J Are the required parameters i n ground­
water samples being tes ted quar te r l y 
f o r the f i r s t year? 725.192(b) and 
725,192(c)(1) 

a) Are the ground-water samples 
analyzed f o r the f o l l o w i n g : 

1) Parameters cha rac te r i z i ng the 
s u i t a b i l i t y o f the ground-water 
as a d r ink ing water supply? 
725.192(b)(1) 

2) Parameters es tab l i sh ing ground­
water q u a l i t y ? 725.192(b)(2) 

3) Parameters-used as Ind ica to rs of 
ground-water contamination? 
725.192(b)(3) 

(1) For each i n d i c a t o r parameter 
are at l eas t four rep l i ca te 
measurements obtained at each 
upgradient we l l f o r each 
sample obtained dur ing the 
f i r s t year o f monitor ing? 
725,192(c)(2) 

( i i ) Are prov is ions made to c a l ­
cu la te the i n i t i a l background 
a r i thmet i c mean and variance 
of the respect ive parameter 
concentrat ions or values 
obtained from the upgradient 
w e l l ( s ) dur ing the f i r s t 
year? 725,192(c)(2) 

_ ^ 

.b^/A 

l i /A 
_ J ^ / / ^ 

^ / ^ 
N/A 

VXD ^ ^ O - ' ^ T ^ Y ' ^ ^ ^ A o k e 

j y /A 

—fci/ 

J^/A. 

1-3 



Yes No Unknown Wavied 

b) For f a c i l i t i e s which have completed yj / . . S .̂̂ ^ ĵ̂  ^ ^ ^ ^ 2>o.rx.t>\>cxQ 
f i r s t v e i r around-water samDlIno and ' 1 J o f i r s t year ground-water sampling and 
analysis requirements: x x ^ cc\v^-D\•e-Vc^cA. OJi peqvsv rec^ 

1) Have samples been obtained and 
analyzed f o r the ground-water 
qua l i t y parameters at l eas t 
annually? 725.192(d)(1) 

2) Have samples been obtained and 
analyzed f o r the i nd i ca to rs of 
ground-water contaminat ion at 
least semi-annual ly? 725,192(d)(2) 

c ) Were ground-water surface e levat ions 
determined at each moni tor ing wel l each 
time a sample was taken? 725.192(e) 

d) I f i t was determined t ha t mod i f i ca t ion 
of the number, l oca t i on or depth of 
monitor ing we l l s was necessary, was 
the system brought i n t o compliance 
w i th 725.191(a)? 725.193 

10. Has an ou t l i ne of a ground-water qua l i t y 
assessment program been prepared? 
725.193(a) ^ 

a) Does i t describe a program capable 
of determin ing: 

1) Whether hazardous waste o r hazardous 
waste cons t i t uen ts have entered the 
ground-water? ^ / / \ 

2) The ra te and extent o f migrat ion of 
hazardous waste or hazardous waste 
cons t i tuen ts i n ground-water? (vj / 1 ^ 

3) Concentrations of hazardous waste 
or hazardous waste const i tuents 
i n ground-water? |>4 jf\^ 

b) Were records kept o f the analyses 
and eva lua t ions , spec i f i ed i n the ground­
water qua l i t y assessment (throughout 
the ac t ive l i f e of the f a c i l i t y ) ? 
725.194(b)(1) 

1) I f a disposal f a c i l i t y , were(are) 
records kept through the post-c losure . 
per iod as we l l ? ^ j f^ 

1-4 



y 

n . Have records been kept of analyses for 
parameters in 725,192(c) and (d)? 
725,194(a)(1) 

12. Have records been kept of ground-water 
surface elevations taken at the time of 
sampling for each well? 725,194(a)(l) 

13. Have records been kept of required 
evcAoo^vc^ elevations in 725.192(e)? 725,194(a)(l) 

Yes Mo Unknown Wavied 

^ r \ o ojrvOA-y 

_ J s J /Ay rkto , ^ < - \ \ 2 , ^ 0 0 tiO-'a^Y^ 

^ _>/]_ v o cv<r. • A v . O . - ^ ^ ^ ' ' ^ ' ^ 

*EPA will be proposing (Spring 1982) to replace this reporting requirement with an 
exception reporting system where reports will be submitted only where maximum 
contaminant levels or significant changes In the contamination indicators or other 
parameters are observed. EPA has delayed compliance stage for 14 a) above until 
August 1, 1982 (Federal Register, February 23, 1982, p. 7841-7842) to be coupled 
with exception reporting in the interim. 

1-5 


